3 Woodward registers copy for nineteen books, and there are records of his shares in two books entered by others. Of those nineteen, he owns the whole share of nine. Several are signed for by 'James Woodward' but bear 'J. Woodward' on their imprint ( book there is a blank space where Manley's christian name should appear. 5 The authority and importance of these relatively recently discovered documents, of course, explains the now current expansion of 'J.' to 'John' in writing in that field. 6 However, there is more at stake here than identification. The discovery of these docu ments has also shaped the narrative of Manley's arrest as it is recounted in criticism and biography from Ruth Herman's 2003 The Business of a Woman onwards. This is a central episode in Manley's life, and reassessments of it are frequently noted by reviewers. 7 However, the manuscript evidence does not support that narrative is it stands. This article clarifies the content of these documents, their relationship to one another, and what they can tell us about Sunderland 'Jo. Chance. Tho. Smith & Fra. Elcock', are the three Messengers in Ordinary charged with apprehending Morphew and Woodward (they are named in the warrant book). The second paragraph on this page, beginning 'for printing publishing \& dispersing/,' is written in the same hand, though the script is much smaller. This may suggest that Delafaye had not planned to put two such notes on the same page when he began writing, and in turn that these notes might not have been written in one sitting. 11 The Rehearsal Reviv'd was a short-lived periodical written by Edmond Stacey, apparently in continuation of Charles Leslie's Jacobite paper The Rehearsal.
12 This publication was suppressed by Sunderland, as H. L. Snyder showed in 1967.
13 A memorandum in the Blenheim MSS written by Sunderland's agent and former Messenger of the Press John Gellibrand states that John Morphew was in custody on 14 November 1709 for his role in 'publishing' one or both of Stacey's Rehearsal Revived and General Postscript (the latter was a 'review' periodical launched on 27 Sept 1709). Morphew was arrested along with Stacey, the printers John Leake and Edmond Powell, and fellow trade publishers John Baker and Benjamin Bragg.
14 Both publications ceased on 11 November, the date given in this note, and in Sunderland's warrant book.
15
The deletions and interlinings on this page look very much like revision during composition. 16 Those revisions suggest that this page consists of draft warrants, all involving (but only one naming) John Morphew, and dated exactly two weeks apart. 17 In the context of the rest of the letters, memoranda and minutes collected in SP 34/11 this is a curious item: drafts of letters and minutes of meetings are usually written on the right-hand side of sheets folded lengthways, so that the left half of the page can be used to insert revisions, additions, or clarifications.
18 Whilst this sheet does appear to have been folded lengthways, the notes are written over the fold. So, the writing on this sheet seems to be more ad hoc even than those rough versions of letters and minutes. The drafts relate precisely to their counterparts in the warrant book. 19 The deletion of 'this &' and 'other' has the effect of accusing Woodward and Morphew of publishing 'divers' seditious works in the first place, and then The New Atalantis in particular. This reflects the arrangement of the warrant copied into SP 44/78, where they are accused of 'having printed and publisht divers Books and Pamphlets [. . .] particularly two Books Intituled Secret Memoirs' (p. 64). Likewise, the copy of the warrant for The Rehearsal Revived on the previous page of the warrant book follows the draft and all of its interlined revisions word for word. All the evidence indicates that these notes are working material towards the warrants recorded in SP 44/78.
20
There are a number of errors and omissions in Ruth Herman's transcription of this loose leaf, most notably misdating the first draft warrant to 11 November, referring to Woodward as Woodcock (and as a 'printer'), and mistranscribing the names of the three messengers Chance, Smith, and Elcock.
21 Rachel Carnell's reading of the note is also partial. She suggests that this 'scrap of paper' 'probably refers' to a warrant for The Rehearsal Revived, because it 'does not specifically mention Manley, Barber, or The New Atalantis'. 22 The 'probably' here is curious, as the draft very 'particularly' refers to The Rehearsal Revived. 23 Moreover, whilst Manley's and Barber's names are indeed absent, the first words on this page are the full title of The New Atalantis. Herman's misdating of this draft opened up a gap of two weeks between Manley's arrest and that of her publishers, who, it now seemed, had messengers sent to seek them out a few days after Manley had been admitted to bail. 24 
26 Dating the draft Morphew-Woodward warrant in SP 34/11 to 11 November has introduced a ghost arrest into this episode in literary history. Correctly dating the first draft warrant clarifies our understanding of the relationship between these two documents, and allows us to concentrate on what it can reveal about the government's activities in pursuing those behind The New Atalantis, and other libels.
Woodward and Morphew were not arrested twice for The New Atalantis, but once, on 28 or 29 October. In Rivella, Manley's avatar claims that she was moved to surrender herself to the authorities upon hearing news of her publishers' arrests. The narrator Lovemore reports Rivella being quite clear that 'three Innocent Persons were taken up' while she was yet at liberty, and we know those three persons to be Morphew, Woodward, and Barber. Rivella is, as a consequence, heroically 'resolv'd to surrender her self into the Messenger's Hands, whom she heard had the Secretary of State's Warrant against her '. 27 This latter fact we can also corroborate, and we also have a one in three chance of correctly naming the messenger Manley would have encountered had she done so (Chance, Smith, or Elcock). It is quite possible, given that Luttrell reports the date of Manley's arrest as 29 October, that this is indeed the order in which things happened. 28 This does not necessarily mean that Manley's publishers informed on her, though that possibility does remain. To think more pragmatically, it might reflect the fact that publishers-especially trade publishers-were rather more easily located, both because they will probably have been known to the government and because they printed their addresses on their publications. Part of the function of a trade publisher like Morphew (and Woodward, if that is the hat he is wearing in this case) was precisely this: to be more locatable than authors, acting as a screen for printers, investors, authors.
29 That Sunderland's agent Robert Clare reported the address of John Barber to him in 1705 may have been a help to the messengers too.
30 So, the warrants for the arrests of Manley, Barber, Morphew, and Woodward are dated on the same day, and that dating is witnessed by two independent documents, one of which is a draft in the hand of Sunderland's under-secretary.
31 Also significant is the fact that there are two entries for The New Atalantis in the warrant book-and, I will suggest, in the drafts-and yet those two entries are clearly for the same offence, and issued on the same day. Why write two warrants? It seems reasonable to conclude that the warrant for Morphew and Woodward was already issued when the information about '[blank] Manley' and 'John Barber' came to the
The New Atalantis Arrests: A Reassessment 444
27 Delarivier Manley, The Adventures of Rivella (London: printed for [Edmund Curll], 1714), p. 109. 28 Luttrell's account does suggest that he thought the arrests were made on the same day (29 November), but it could equally be the day he received the news: "The publishers and printers of a late book, called the New Atalantis, which characterises several persons of quality, are taken up, as also Mrs. Manley, the supposed author'; Narcissus Luttrell, A Brief Historical Relation of State Affairs, 6 vols (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1857), VI, p. 505. 29 The character of Woodward's imprints suggests that he was a trade publisher, and Carnell treats him as such. As noted above, however, he does register copies in the Stationers' Register and does so rather more often (proportionally speaking), than his occasional partner John Morphew. The latter enters twenty-nine items in his own name in the Stationers' Register, and ESTC returns over 1,600 hits for a search for 'Morphew' as publisher (Michael Treadwell, 'London Trade Publishers 1675-1750,' The Library, vi, 4 (1982), 99-134 (pp. 116-17)). Woodward enters twenty-one copies, with only 127 hits on ESTC for 'J. Woodward' or 'James Woodward'. Moreover, two publications whose imprints declare the works to be 'printed, and sold by' J. Woodward and J. Morphew are in fact wholly owned by Woodward, according to the register (The Practice of Devotion: or, a treatise of divine love (London: printed, and sold by James Woodward, in St. Christopher's Church-Yard, near the Royal Exchange; and John Morphew, near Stationers-Hall, 1710) (ESTC T80697; SR 053/02) and Ned Ward, The field-spy: or, the walking observator. A poem. (London: printed and sold by J. Woodward; and J. Morphew, 1714) (ESTC T35514; SR 185/04)). This cannot prove that Woodward was an investor in The New Atalantis (Carnell plausibly suggests John Barber (Political Biography, p. 162)), but neither is it certain that he was simply a distributor. 30 attention of Sunderland's office, whether through those publishers or other means. 32 There is a narrative to be extrapolated from these documents, but that narrative probably took place over a few hours, and not, as Herman and Carnell have suggested, a fortnight. 33 John Morphew is arrested on 11 November, with 5 others, for his involvement in two different publications. However, nothing relating to The New Atalantis, Woodward, Barber, or Manley happens on 11 November, so far as can be ascertained.
The last line of the first draft warrant helps us add some more detail to the processes of information gathering and authorizing these arrests on or before 28 October 1709. That line reads: 'D o . for apprehending blanks for y e cause as before'. It is a difficult line to transcribe, and even having done so its meaning is not immediately clear. The possibility that 'blanks' refers to printing-house material of some kind seems to be precluded by the verb 'apprehend'. That same verb also renders improbable the idea that 'blanks' here refers to a legal document with blank spaces for details to be filled in at a later date (even though that may be what is created as a result of this instruction). 34 The best explanation seems to be that 'blanks' here denotes a desideratum. 35 The line might be paraphrased thus: 'Ditto,' i.e. the same powers of arrest are conferred, for apprehending as yet unidentified persons for the same 'cause', that is, case, or offence, as before. 36 It may seem odd to write 'blank,' rather than simply leaving a gap, but here this line is serving as a reminder or instruction to write up a warrant for the same offence, but with blanks left for the names of offenders to be inserted upon further information or their actual discovery. 37 Such an interpretation of this line also helps us add one more stage to the narrative of Manley's arrest. We know from the warrant book that on 28 October 1709, Sunderland's department did not know Manley's christian name. We also know from the same source that they thought they knew who the publishers of her book were, though they got one of their christian names wrong too. This line in SP 34/11 indicates that at some earlier pointand quite possibly an earlier point in the same day-Charles Delafaye knew neither Manley's name nor her printer's. Yet he was prepared, should that information not be forthcoming, to issue a blank warrant so that a messenger could seek them out, as they were often asked to do. 
